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REHEARSAL 


1. The Caufe of Poft-poning the Rights once more. 
>. The Difference which the Obfervator makes betwixt Q. Elizabeth and Q. Ans 


as to the Regal Supremacy. 


His Reflections upon the Letter from Geveva. 
3 vis Miftake in faying they had no Lysurgy there. 
5. His Objection that Calvin and Beza were not. Bifbops. With a Probable Rea- 


fon why Epifcopacy was not Preferv’d 


by the Princes of Germany who Reform’d, 


as not by Holland and the Hans-Towns, As was done by Swedes and Denmark, 
6. Quotations out of Calvin and Beza at large, 
7. The Obfervator gives up Calvin and Beza, 


8. They have no 


Predeceffors but Korah and the Regulars, 


g. The Obfervator do’s Honour to the Prefent Bifhops. 
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WEDNESDAY, March 5. 


17¢6. 





Et me beg you, 442- 
fier, to Poft-pone 
the Rights one Day 
more for my fake. 1 chink thereis fome- 
thing ufetul may be faid to the Diffenters 
from the Obfervator, before you leave him. 
It will be more uneafie to you to be Inter- 
rupted by him, after you have Begun with 
the Rights again. 

Rehearfal. Well, Country-Man, V\l do as 
you wou’d have Me. For all my Defignis to 
do any Good ifIcan. And to {peak of thofe 
Subjefls which may be moft ufeful to that 
State of things that is now among us. 


(1.) Country-man. 


(2+) Country-m. The Obfervator 1 wou’d 
have you Confider is the Next to what you 
Quoted Iaft, it is that of the 22 palt, Vol. 
3. N. 98. where he begins with faying, that 
you are Very Bufy in taking the Ecclefiaftical 
Crown frem her Majefly’s head. 

Rebearf. That is the Crown which Q, Eliza- 
beth laid down, as the Obj/ervator fays, by 
Reafon of her SEX, as 1 told you in my laft. 
And which he wou’d again put en upon the 
Head of Q. Ann, by Reaion of her Sex! 
But to fpare him that Blunder, 1 mutt tell 
him his (Diftin&tion as it is!) was Need- 
lefS, as well as Senfele/s. For the Power ot 
the Crown is the fame, whether it ftand upon 
the Head of a Aan or aWoman. Will he De- 
ny it ? Andhas not a Queen Regent the fame 
Authority asa King 2? What then do’s he mean 
by Pleading the Sex of Q. Elizabeth? What 
Sex do’s he mean fhe was of ? To make a:Dif- 
ference, upon that fcore, betwixt her and Q. 
Ann! But this it may Teach him, That if 
it be Incongruons and founds a little Odly to 
call a Woman HEAD of the Church, who is 
not Capable of any Orders in the Church; 
ther is the fame Abfurdity to call a King fo, 
who is in no Orders of the Church. 

Ihave fhew’d before, Num. 178. That the 
Obfervator makes Q. Anna Bifhop, purfuant to 
the Doétrin of the Rights. And was not Q, 
Elizabeth a Bifhop too? Or was fhe Excus’d 


by Reafon of her SEX? And if a Queen may | 
be a Bifhop of the Church, why not Head of | 
the Church too? Since every Bifhop is Alead | 


of his own Church, 


are Many more want Gagging. But what I wou’d 
bring you upon is his Refletions upon that 
Letter you Mention’d from Geneva. I find this 
Troubles the Diffentersat the Gizzard. To 
fee that Calvin and Beza and the firft Refor- 
mers were for Epifcopacy and Lyturgy, and Ap- 
prov’d of ours of the Church of England, 
and that the Prefent Charches there Continue 
inthe fame Sentiments, and Condemn all our 
Diffenters. 

Now what the Ob/erwator fays to this, is, 
That Neither of them (that is, Calvin or Beza) 
were Bifbops, or did make Ufe of the Englifh, 
or any other Lysurgy- 


(4.) Rehearf. They were not oblig’d to 
make ufe of the Englifh Lyturgy, fince every 
Church is at Liberty to make a Lyturgyfor them- 
felves. But to fay (as the Obfervator do’s) that _ 
they made ufe of no Orher Lyturgy,is Apparent- 
ly Falfe, for Calvin compos’d a Lyturgy fot 
them, which they make ufe of to this Day, and 
we haveit here in Print. This I told him before; 
but he makesno dn/fwer to it (according to 
Wont) but go’son and ftill Repeats his own A/- 
fertion! And the Miniffers at Geneva, Nenf 
Chattell, and other Proteffant Churches there 
abouts, having duely Confider’d our Englifh Ly- 
turgy, find it Better and much more Perfec than 
their own; And fhew all the Jnclinations pof- 
fible te Conform to it, as far as they Can; 
and are ftriving to getthe Confent of their 
Refpective Civil Governments to have it Jntro- 
duc’d and Effablifhed by Law among them. 
What our DISSENTERS Spurn at, they Wifh 
and Earneftly Defire. And this Confounds our 
Diffenters, and Galls them to the Quick, to find 
themfelves Deferted by the Reform’d Churches 
Abroad. 

(5+) Conntry-m. But what" fay you to this, 
That neither Calvin or Beza were Bifhops ? 

Rehearf, 1 have Anfwer'd it fully before. 
But that is Nothing to Obfervator! They 





pleaded Necefity. They had no Proteftans 
Bishops their to Ordain them ; Nor perhaps 
wou'd the Civil Government at that time have 
Born with a New Bifhop of Geneva, after ha- 
ving Expos’d the Popifh one, who was like- 
wife the Chief Civil Governor and Soveraign 


(3.) Conmtry-m. You have made aGoo/e of | of that Country, asthe Bifhop of Munffer, and 


Obfervater, and Gagg’d him too. 


& 


And ther | other Popifh Bifheps, who are Temporal Princes 


and 






















































































archial Government in the Church. 
fuppofe is the Reafon 


the Reformation. 


And ther having been formerly fo many 
Bifheps in Germany who were Soveraign Princes 
as ther are feverals ftill, the name of Bifbop 
among the People there was taken to mean a 
Soveraigr Prince, andto have no Superior even 
in Temporals. And this is’Probable was the 
Chief if not the only Reafon, why the Princes 

- in Germany that Reform’d did not Care to have 
Bifbops, thofe Efpeciaily who had Seiz’d on 
Bifhopricks, and Annex’d them to their own 

Bue they fet up Superintendents, 

to Come as neat to Epj/copacy as they Cou’d, 
without Parting with their Power or their 


Principalities, 


Revenues. 


But thefe are Temporal Confiderations, and 
come not within the Swijct we are upon. 
It is fufficient to our Purpofe that none of 
thefe Condemn Fpifcopacy as Epifcopacy, or 
think it an Unlawful Government and a Rag 


of the Whore, as our Diffenters have Contend- 
ed. And inthis, as I have faid before, They 
ftand Alore, and Diflereat from All the 
Churches that ever were, or are now in the 
World, as well thofe Call’d Reform’d as othersy 


(6.) And Calvin fays ther were none in 
kis time who Condemn’d Epifeopacy, or fuch 
an Hierarchy as we havein England. But that 
he only oppos’d the Pop:(h Hierarchy, and adds, 
Talems fi nobis Hierachiam exhibeant, in qua fic 
emineant Epifcopi, ut Chrifto fubeffe non Recufent, 
& ab illo tanguam Unico Capite pendeant, & ad 
Ipfum referantuv—— Tum vero nullo non Ana- 
themate Gignos futear fi qui erunt qui non eam 
Revereanti', fummaque Obedientia Obfervent. 
This he faysinhis Treatife de weceffir, Eccles, 
Reformand. “And it is thus in Englifh. Jf 
they woud give us fuch an Hierarchy in which 
the Bifbops fo were Eminent as that they wou'd 
not Refiie to be fubjes to Chrijt, and Depend upon 
Flim as their only Head, and be Refer’d to Him 
—— Then J confefs them worthy of all. Anathe- 
maes, if ther fhall he any fuch, that won'd not 
Reverence [uch an Hierarchy, and fubmit to it 
with the utmoft Obedience. And fuch an Hier- 
archy he Acknowleges ours of the Church of 
England tobe. And as fuch do’s Highly 
Congratulate it in his Letters te our Bifhops at 
that tine. But he did not forefee, Si qui 
erunt, That ever ther fhou’d be any who 
wou'd not fubmit to fach an Hiergrchy, And 
Curfes them before hand with all Anathemues. 
Little thinking that they wou’d call them- 
felves his Difciples. . 

I will likewife give you Beza’s words to 
the fame Purpofe, ad Trait. de Minift. Ev. 
Grad. ab Hadrian. Sarav. Belga Edit. ¢. 1, 
thus fays he, Si qui funt autem (quod fane mi- 
hi non facile per[uaferis) qui omsmem Epifcoporum 
ordinem Rejiciant, abfit ut quifquam Satis Sana 
Mentis Furoribus illorum affentiatur. That is, 









anil Soveraigns Abroad. This might make Senfhs fowd Coufent to their Madnéf; Aik 
the Civil Government at Geneva Jealous of fet- ' Abd 

ting up another Bifhop there. Befides that a 
Commonwealth Frame in the State, do’s not fo 
well Agree with Epifcopacy, whichis a Afon- 
Which 1 
why Epifcopacy 
is not Adinitted in Acland, and in the 
Proteftant Hans-Towns, Abroad. As was done 
by the Crowns of Sweden and Denmark, upon 


England, he fays, Fruatur fane ifea Sinp.1 
Dei beneficentia, qua aie fit i pear 
Ibid. c. 18. Let her Enjoy that Singular Ble an 
of God, which I wifh foe may ever Rethinet 

I give you their Words at Length which 
I but hinted at before, that you may fee it the 
Plainer. And becaufe the Obfervator fays he 
has not Read Calvin thele 20 Years, Andi 
wou’d fave him the trouble of turning to 
his Books, to fee whether I Tranflate hin 
Right. And now let him tell me what he 
thinks Calvin and Beza wou'd have {aig 
the Scorrifh Kirk, which has Abolith’d Epifcapg, 
cy by the name of an Jufupportable Gricoanes! 
What they wou’d have faid to our Diffinter, 
who have wrote Volumes againft Epifcop 
and ftand out in a Schifm againft it} Yoq 
fee neither Calvin nor Beza wou'd believe 
ther cou’d be fuch Vxreafonable men in the 
World. They reckon them Aad-men and 
Accurfed. 


(7-) Country-m. But the Objervator has 4 
Come off. He fays, That what Calvin or Bee 
na faid of our Epifcopacy or our Liturgy, des 
not Mar or Mend. either; nor dos what th 
fay of, or give ia Dpinion concerning our vj 
fenter's, either Weaken or Strengthen themtu we 
fee farther than they, becanfe we ftard sipon their 
Shoulders, and Improve en what they Began, 
Rehearf. This is giving up the Cax/e Ig. 
tirely. Here he yields Calvin and Beza to 
be on our fide againft the Diffexters, and Ex. 
cepts againft their Evidence. 

Country-m. But he fays our Diffenters ms 
prove what Calvsn and Beza Began. 
Rehearf. Do’s he call that Jmprovement to 
Come up to what Calvin and Beza did Cwfe 
and Anathematize, and Counted Aadnefi | 
And Cou’d not Believe that Mankind woud 
ever be fo Deprav’d to that Degree, as our 
Diffenters are Now ! 

Country-m. He fays, God did not give our 
Fore-fathers a Right to Fudge for themfelves and 
their Pofterity. Therefore that Calvin and Beza 
had no Right to Judge our Diffenters, who 
are thelr /offerity. 


(8.) Rebrarf. Whofe Pofterity? They are 
Difasm’d of Calvin and Beza and all the 
Reformers of one fort or other. They can 
find no Fathers (as ‘I told them before) but 
Korah and the Regulars the Worft part of 
the Church of Rome. 
Country-m. The fame Obfervator fays, Thee 
are the Sons of KOR AH, who with their Tack 
ing Presbyters, withdrew themfelves from their 
Obedience to AARON their High-Prieft and 
Bifhop. 

Rehear{, Well done Tutchin | Did théir High- 
Prieft give them orders not to Vote for Tac- 
kers? Was this Part of their Canonial Obe- 
dience? But if thefe are Korahs, what are 
they who have thrown offal] their Bifhops, 
with LEpifcopacy it felf ? 


(9.) Country-m. He fays, he pays Great Ree 


Jpett to the Prefent Bifhops. 


Rehearf- I doubt he means not them All- 
And is it for their Character he Refpects them, 





. But if ther are any (which you can hardly 


or for their other Good Deeds, for which he 


wake me believe) who Reject the whole Order \ has often Prais’d them in the Gates, to their 


of Bifvops, God forbid that axy Man in his Sound | 


no {mall Honour! 


—) 
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Lendon Printed and Sold by-the Bookfellers of London and Weftminfler. 1706. 
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